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: , . -

 1965 . .

:

?

: .

:  1965 . ?

: , .

: ?

: ,  « ».

.  6  5 .

 7. 

1993-1998 .

: 1993 1998  % 
 141 996 000 160 199 000 18 203 000 12,8% 

/ 3 130 000 3 127 000 -3 000 -0,1%
 18 712 000 19 569 000 857 000 4,6% 

 23 467 000 26 710 000 3 243 000 13,8% 
10 502 000 12 230 000 1 728 000 16,5% 
41 811 000 49 898 000 8 087 000 19,3% 
44 375 000 48 665 000 4 290 000 9,7% 

 12,8%, 

. .

 8. -

 1993-1998 .

: 1993 1998  % 
 253 463 283 417 29 954 11,8% 

/ 7 951 7 977 26 0,3%
 58 516 61 229 2 713 4,6%

 44 752 50 339 5 587 12,5% 
16 193 18 547 2 354 14,5%
62 518 75 441 12 923 20,7% 
63 533 69 884 6 351 10,0%
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, -

 32,492.

 9. County National Growth Share 

 1993  National 
 Growth Share

/ 7 951 12,8% 1 019
58 516 12,8% 7 501

 44 752 12,8% 5 737
16 193 12,8% 2 076
62 518 12,8% 8 014
63 533 12,8% 8 145

County National Growth Share = 32 492

7,951 * ((160,199,000/141,996,000)-1) = 1,019 

Industrial mix component = –2,737 ,  2,800 -

- .

 10. County Industry Mix Share 

1993
Industry’s Na-

tional U.S.  Industry Mix 
 County Emp Growth Rate Growth Rate Share 

/ 7 951 -0,1% 12,8% -1 027
 58 516 4,6% 12,8% -4 821

 44 752 13,8% 12,8% 448
 16 193 16,5% 12,8% 589

62 518 19,3% 12,8% 4 078
63 533 9,7% 12,8% -2 002

County Industry Mix Share = -2 737

7,951 * ((3,127/3,130)-1) – ((160,199/141,996)-1)) = -1,027 

,  199 

.

 11. County Local Share 

1993 Industry National Regional 
 County Emp Growth Rate Growth Rate Shift 

/  7 951 0,3% -0,1% 34
 58 516 4,6% 4,6% 33

 44 752 12,5% 13,8% -597
 16 193 14,5% 16,5% -310

 62 518 20,7% 19,3% 831
 63 533 10,0% 9,7% 209

County Local Share = 199

7,951 * (((7,977/7,951)-1) — ((3,127/3,130)-1)) = 34 
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 12.  D 

A1 A2 A3 An 

D1 D2 D3 D4 

D2 D3 D1 D4 

  Xij  

, , D, , ,

A – , D – . ,

. , , ,

. -

, . -

, , -

. ,  – . , -

. . -

 – blocks. ,

.  10-20-30 -

. : Xij=(X1ij, X2ij, …, Xkij). -
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. . , . . , . . 8

 Policy/Program Evaluation 

-

 ( ). -

, , ,

 – -

. ,

, . -

:

1)

2)  PhD 

3) /

4)

, , ,

.

I.

 Evaluation -

:

1.  « »

1.1. MA in Evaluation: Universität des Saarlandes, Hochschule für Technik und 

Wirtschaft des Saarlandes, Katholische Hochschule für Soziale Arbeit Saarbrücken 

(http://www.master-evaluation.de/aktuelles/index.html);

1.2. MA Policy Analysis and Evaluation Program: Stanford University (Stanford, CA), 

Stanford School of Education and the Educational Policy Program 

(http://www.stanford.edu/~davidf/evaluation.html);

1.3. MA in Program Evaluation: Florida State University (Tallahassee, FL), College of 

Education, Department f Educational Leadership and Policy Studies (http://www.fsu.edu/~elps/ 

progeval/);

8 . , .  – - , .  – -
. - .
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1.4. MA in Program Evaluation: University of Texas at Austin (Austin, TX), College of 

Education, Department of Educational Psychology 

(http://edpsych.edb.utexas.edu/admissions/programEval.php);

1.5. MA in Evaluation with a Co-concentration: Claremont Graduate University (Clare-

mont, CA), School of Behavioral and Organizational Sciences, Department for Psychology, Pub-

lic Policy, & Education (http://www.cgu.edu/pages/154.asp); 

1.6. MA in Evaluation. Planning, Intervention and Evaluation of Public Policies and So-

cial Programs. Universidad de Almería, Almería, Spain, Faculty of Humanitarian and Educa-

tional Sciences (nevada.ual.es/master_evaluacion/web/master_evaluacion.htm) 

1.7. Master of Advanced Sciences in Evaluation in Preparation, Continuing Education 

Department, University of Berne, Switzerland (wolfgang.beywl@kwb.unibe.ch) 

1.8. MA in Political Science – Public Policy Evaluation, Institut d’Etudes Politiques de 

Lyon, France (iep.univ-lyon2.fr/Formations/Masters/masterEval.html) 

1.9. MA in Evaluation of Programmes and Public Policies, Centro de Estudios de 

Gestion, Universidad Compultense Madrid, Spain (www.ucm.es/info/ucmp/index.php) 

1.10. MA in Evaluation, Department of Political Science, University of Southern Den-

mark (www.evaluering.sdu.dk) 

1.1.11. MA in Evaluation, Management de la Concertation, Institut Universitaire 

Proffesionalise de Sociologie, Universite de Toulouse le Mireil, Toulouse, France (www.univ-

tlse2.fr/socio/iup-sa/index.html)

2.

2.1. MA in Evaluation and Social Research: London Metropolitan University (London, 

UK), Department of Applied Social Sciences (http://intranet.londonmet.ac.uk/postgrad-

line/structures/evaluation-and-social-research-ma.cfm);

2.2. MA in Social Systems Evaluation and Survey Research: University of Twente (Ned-

erland), School of Business, Public Administration and Technology 

(http://www.bbt.utwente.nl/en/education/education-ma/esr/);

2.3. MA in Research Methods and their Applications: University of Maryland (College 

Park, MD), Graduate School, Department of Measurement, Statistics and Evaluation 

(http://www.gradschool.umd.edu/catalog/programs/EDMS.html);

2.4.  in Quantitative Methods and Evaluation: University of California (Berkeley, 

CA), Graduate School of Education (http://www-gse.berkeley.edu/program/quantmeth/ 

quantmeth.html);
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2.5. MA in Social Science Research Methods with Specialization in Evaluation: Univer-

sity of California, (Los Angeles, CA), Graduate School of Education and Information Studies 

(http://www.gseis.ucla.edu/~outreachevaluation/new/);

2.6.  in Qualitative, Quantitative and Evaluative Research Methodologies, with spe-

cializations in Evaluation, Measurement, and Statistics: University of Illinois (Champaign-

Urbana, IL), College of Education, Department of Educational Psychology 

(http://www.ed.uiuc.edu/edpsy/divisions/queries/);

2.7. MA in Evaluation, Measurement, and Research Design: Western Michigan Univer-

sity (Kalamazoo, MI), College of Education, Department of Educational Studies 

(http://www.wmich.edu/edstudies/emr);

3.  ( )

3.1.

3.1.1. MA in Public Policy with concentration in Evaluation and Analytical Methods:

University of Maryland (Baltimore, MD), Department of Public Policy 

(http://www.umbc.edu/posi/concent.html#eval);

3.1.2 Ma in Development Evaluation and Management, Institute of Development Policy 

and Management, University of Antwerp, Belgium (www.ua.ac.be/dev)

3.2. 9

3.2.1. Master of Education: Boston College (Boston, MA), Lynch School, Department for 

Educational Research, Measurement, and Evaluation 

(http://www.bc.edu/bc_org/avp/soe/about/admin/depts/erme.html);

3.2.2. MA in Educational Measurement, Evaluation, and Assessment: University of Con-

necticut (Storrs, CT), Neag School of Education, Department for Educational Psychology 

(http://www.education.uconn.edu/departments/epsy/MEA.cfm);

3.2.3. MA in Educational Policy Studies and Evaluation: University of Kentucky (Lex-

ington, KY), College of Education, Department of Educational Policy Studies and Evaluation 

(http://www.uky.edu/Education/epehead.html);

3.2.4. MA in Quantitative Methods in Education and in Educational Policy and Admini-

stration-Evaluation Studies: University of Minnesota (Minneapolis, MN), College of Education 

& Human Development, Department of Educational Psychology, Educational Policy and Ad-

ministration (http://education.umn.edu/edpa/Evaluation/default.html); 

9 , . .
 –  – 

, . .
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3.2.5. MA in Education: University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill (Chapel Hill, NC), 

School of Education (http://www.unc.edu/depts/ed/programs.html); 

3.2.6. MA in Educational Psychology with emphasis on Program Evaluation and As-

sessment: Washington State University (Pullman, WA), College of Education, Assessment and 

Evaluation Center, Department of Educational Psychology 

(http://aec.educ.wsu.edu/programs.html);

3.2.7. MA in Applied Psychology; Program Evaluation Concentration: University of 

Wisconsin-Stout (Menomonie, WI), College of Human Development, Department of Psychology 

(http://www.uwstout.edu/programs/msap/index.shtml);

3.2.8. Educational Management, Evaluation and Assessment, University of Twente, En-

schede, Netherlands (http://est.graduate.utwente.nl/emea_track/) 

3.3.

3.3.1. MSc in in Economic Evaluation in Health Care: City University London (London, 

UK), Department of Economics (http://www.city.ac.uk/economics/healthcare/index.html) 

3.3.2. Evaluation in Public Health, Department of Public Health and Clinical Medicine, 

Umeå, Sweden (www.info.umu.se/utbkat/KursEng.asp?kurskod=EPIC06&termin) 

3.4.

3.4.1. MSc in Economic Policy Studies: Trinity College Dublin (Dublin, Ireland), The 

Policy Institute (http://www.policyinstitute.tcd.ie/msc.html); 

3.4.2. MA of Economic Science, Economic Policy Evaluation and Planning, Department 

of Economics, National University of Ireland, Galway Ireland (www.economics.nuigalway.ie/ 

meconsc/index.html);

3.4.3. MA in Evaluation (regional and urban politics, environment), Faculty if urban and 

regional Planning, Universita di Venezia, Venice, Italy (www.mastervalutazione.it) 

II.  PhD

,

. .

 PhD- .

 «

» (Interdisciplinary Ph.D. in Evaluation) 

(Western Michigan University, http://evaluation.wmich.edu/phd/). 

, , ,

 – .

, , -
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.

 (Evaluation and 

Applied Research Methods) , . -

, .

, ,

. (http://www.cgu.edu/pages/154.asp). 

, , -

 – ,  (Educa-

tional Research, Measurement, and Evaluation, 

http://www.bc.edu/bc_org/avp/soe/about/admin/depts/erme.html), -

 –  (Program Evaluation, 

http://www.fsu.edu/~elps/progeval/);  – 

 (Quantitative Methods and Evaluation, http://www-

gse.berkeley.edu/program/ quantmeth/quantmeth.html),  – -

 (Educational Measurement, Evaluation, and Assessment, 

http://www.education.uconn.edu/departments/epsy/MEA.cfm).

III.
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. . «

» (Brussels Cycle)  (Centre for 

European Evaluation Expertise, http://www.eureval-c3e.fr/english/index.htm). -
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 (http://kwb.unibe.net/kurse/studiengangdetail.php?stdgid=22). -

 2004 . -

, .

 14 , .

, , -

.  « -

» (Essential Skills for Evaluation, http://www.evaluationcanada.ca/ 

site.cgi?s=3&ss=3&_lang=an) ,

: , , -

, .
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 (School of Human and Organizational Development at 

Fielding Graduate Institute) .  « »

(Evaluation and Organizational Development, http://www.fielding.edu/alumni/fanmail/E-

D_certFMapr04.pdf#search=%22evaluation%22/) -

:  – -

, -

. , -

, ,

. -

, , ;

, , , -

.

 (Charities Evaluation Service) -

- : ,

, ,

, , ,

,

http://www.ces-vol.org.uk/index.cfm?pg=36.

IV.

,

. , -

,

, . - , -

, ,

. ,

, -

. ,

, -

.

, ,

 « » (Policy Evaluation, www.glam.ac.uk/courses/ 

detail2.php?id=1988&sfrom=easy&dosommat=string&year=2005),
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